Files note past problems
| at Systech’s F rdnklm plant

EDITOR’S NOTE The Franklin Chmni-
cle has, for years, published articies
about the historic odor problems that
emanated from the south end of the city.

Following is the first article that
troduces another problem that . com-
gl}cam conditions at the abandoned

ystech site,

New and receully acquired informa-
tion reveals that a water contamination
‘problem that degraded the underground
w;:eter suppiy was also discovered at the.

Followlng, fram ofticlal files, The

Chronicle offers an account of the water
contamination problem and furiber
detalls on the odor problem.

By PHILIP JACKSON
CHRONICLE Publisher

In Feburary, Franklin ciiy council ép-
proved a coptract for a minimum of
815900 for testing procedures at the

former Systech Waste Treatment

Center located on Baxter Drive off S R.
73.

Severai c1ty officials have stated that.

their decision to have the soi} and the
ground water on the properiy tested is to
insure that there isn’t any problems with
contamination caused by the industrial
wastes that were disposed at the site

when the plant was in operation.

As a result of council’s action, the Ohio
Environmental Protection Agency in
Dayton has also shown interest by ad-
vancing the site to the tap of lts
CERCLIS Jist.

The CERCLIS list, according to OEPA-
official Scott Shane is the agency’s
Comprehensive Environmental
Response Compensatory Liabihty In-

vemor stem.
Lg VING to the iop of me list, -

; Shane said the Franklin site wlil be the

next one to be reviewed by the agency. -

The OEPA investigation, however,
will consist only of a review of
documents concerning past activities
and any probiems which may have oc-
cured. The finished report, he said, will
be forwarded to the federai EPA for
review. I

If federal omma]s discover any poten~

“tial problems after reviewing the report,

a full mvestigalmn of the site may be
ordered. .

Severe and obnoxious odor problems
have been reported for years by
Franklin residents as coming {rom the
vicinity of the Systech plant, the Solid

" the Systech site.

The Franklin Chronicle has iearned
that in 1977 groundwater was con-
taminated and polluted. This informa-
tion came after review of public records
at the OEPA, the Southwesiern Ohio Air
Pollution Control Division, and the City
-of Franklin,

Records also show thatin 1978, a iocal
geology review indicated that
underground, a permeable section was
the recipient of contamination in an ap-
proximate 10-foot thick interval of
course sand.

The Chronicle has documented that
the affected wells were to be monitored
‘and water samples -tesled at least as
late as the vear 1981.

REPORTS FROM agencies, and
g{)vale consuliing firms note that the

fami Conservancy District, operator of
" the Wastewater Treatment Plant in
Franklin, and the OEPA were concerned

with the contamination problems in late’
1977. This was due to a reported spill of

synthetic organics at the site.

Their concerns resulted in the drilling
of several test wells labeled as W132,
W133, W139 and W140 at the Systech site

Waste Plant, and the Wastewater Treat- « for ihe purpose of monitoring the quali-

ment Plant.
IN ADDITION to the sickening odors,
another prqbiem was also uncovered at

/
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ty of the water in the aquifer.
The wells of major concern seemed to
be wells 139 and 140. It was in these two

Aeviad view of former Systeeh plant

wells that the contammaiion was ap-
parently prevalant.

The exact date, ar dates of contamina-
tion, the sgurce, the extent, the time of-

[icials became aware of the problem,

and how the contaminents were in-
troduced into the aquifer are still
unknown to The Chronicle.

See “FILES’ page 3




FIIes note various problems at Systech...

Conttnued from pagel

Ongolng attemgts to gain this In-
formation from OEPA and MCD of-
ficials have been unsucessful. -

I AN ANALYSIS of groundwater In a

N 1977 Indicate the different chemicals

- present in the water.

3 The contaminating chemicals are not

designated in the regort but consultants
contacted by The Chronicle say that the
rresence of several of those chemicals
isted on the report warrant concern.

"M Among the substances found In the

F. groundwater during testln% procedures

Sl were Cyanide, Nickel Ni, Chromium Cr,

Al Aresenic, Cadmium Cd Lead Pb, and

- Trlchloroethane

b Concentrations of these chemicals ap-

i pear to be slight (in the hundredths to

[ thousandths of mmlgrams per liter).

M Even with these small amc.x"t= decon-

@ {amination was necessary.

Sl Pumping procedures of wells 139 and

140 were initiated in an attempt to

reduce the chemical content ln the soil

l,,.- and water.

i THE WATER from these wells was
originally Intended for discharge into
Clear Creek. However, due to OEPA

¥ concern that thé water could possibly
cause a fish kill, the water was
delivered to MCD’s facility for treat-

gl ment rather than belng discharged Into

S Clear Creek.

In February of 1978, an OEPA r gort
stated that sample data “indicated igh
A chemical oxygen demand (COD) and
I the presence of weathered gasoline” in
S water from well 139. s
- In another report on Mar. 15, 1978, the
OEPA ‘discovered a stropg hydrogen
sulfide odor emanatlng from the well
S water."

e In the same report, the OEPA noted

] that “if concentrations of contaminents

arereduced after 30 days pumping, then

WAl ve can assume that the groun water

: problem s only local. If concentrations

! remain the same or Increase, then fur-

S (her Investigation may be re vired.”
: That Investigation did continue.

RECORDS OBTAINED from city of
Franklin files show reports of chemical
spilis as early as June of 1975. Whether
or not this spill contributed to water con-
taminatlon is not known.

L A letter to concerned citizens from ci-

228 'y manager Bernard Eichholz detalled a

R neeting of July 18, 1975 and cited the ex-
NI istance of a number of problems.

The letter noted that a number of

M citizens were present. Among them was

l.ee Young, now deceased, the

spokesman for southend residents.

This group was united in efforts to end
3 | he odor problems that they and other
I I'ranklin residents had Indured for
NI many years. They.claimed the odor had
‘ increased since Systech's operation

hegan in the city.
THERS ATTENDING were

Kichhloz, Systech representatives, and .

wfficials from MCD and the Black
3 "lawson Company, the operator of the
Solld Waste Recovery Plant, located ad-
1acent to MCD’s wastewater treatment
plant.

Discussed at the meetlng were five
sources of odor problems at the site of
Systech's plant, the wastewater treat-
mnent plant, and the solid waste plant.
Sources of odor mentioned were soy
hean oil, corn protein, sewage sludge,
and garbage odors.

A fifth source of odor discussed was
the chemlical metha methacrylate. Ac-
vording to the memo read at that July
g8l '8, 1970 meeling ‘‘...on an evening, ap-

proximately 45 days ago, the pump
broke which transfers the material
+metha methacrylate) from a tanker
cruck to a Systech tank. The operator of
the tanker truck and Systech’s on duty
~mployee then emptied the remalning
100 gallons into an open pit. This, of
“ourse, “caused very- Eungent odors.
strict lnstructlons have been given to all
“)i’lstech employees that such operations
$Il not be {olerated In the future,
l)’c’SltECh has also Provlded more closed

hrage Space for this material.”
bl‘:lpa methacrylate was also respon-
ummer 2Rother odor problem In the
‘roved & %f 1978. The second incident
*ith od 0 be Franklin’s worst encounter

report from MCD to Systech of Nov. 29,

odor problems, apparently caused

by the heav concentration of acrylates.
THE ODOR from this Incldent was so
widespread, it covered a substantial
ortion of Franklin and even extended
nlo several areas of Middletown.
Official explanations into what caused
the offensive odor differ.
Thomas Wittmann, .president of
N{SteCh In a letter to Franklin Clty

anager Robert Homan, in 1979, ex-.-

plained the history of his local plant

Wittmann wrote: ‘“‘An unfortunate
odor Incident occurred in Franklin dur-
ing the summer of 1978, and serrous
economic losses have resuited...

“IT WAS found that one of Systech s
:client companles had erroneously ship-
ped mzlerial to the Franklin plant that
should have been directed to another
type facility,” the letter continued. “Ac-
tually the problem occurred in the sol-’
vent recovery operation. Materials of
this nature are more voiatile ihan
others and have greater odor- causlng
potentIal "

The official OEPA Investigation
report however, differs from Whrtt-
mann’s account of the incident.

The OEPA report filed Aug. 18, 1978 by
Ken M. Harsh, (now working otit of the
Columbus office), stated that the in-
vestigation had -been

“‘ongoing for
several weeks." - :

Harsh’s report said that the products’

spilled. were ‘‘acrylates (meéthyl),
benzene, toluene, other solvents.” The
cause and-or sources listed in Harsh's
re ort was “dumplng of materials msrde

jked area.’
IN COMMENTS written at the end of
the report, Harsh said, **Systech made a
or boo-boo. They may have ruined

thefr business, and they did ruin their

local reputation

“They had two 12 000 gallon storage.
tanks filled with old pamts and solvents
that had been sitting there for about’
three years,” Harsh's comments con- -
tinued. “They wanted to use the tanks
and could not :
through 2%-Inch drain valves so they
took off the manhole covers and let the
contents gurgle out into the dikes. -

“The materials were eventually clean-
ed out of the dikes — but boy did they
stink,” . Harsh wrote.
reported clear into Middletown. Pro-
bably the worst odors were from the
acrylates — but there could have been
a]mostany solvent.

*'As a result of this spill, Systech clos-

ed its doors 8-18-78 and may never re-
open,” Harsh wrote. *Franklin city
council may try to run them out on a
‘rail’ so to speak because of this pro-
blem. At any rate they wer¢ cleaning up :

the dike area, and the whole area on 8- 18

and must get their act together.”

THE AIR Pollution Control report
dated the same morith said “...fumes
can be smelled all the way to Mid-
dletown...

and several other solvents in sludge that
was dumped while cleanmg the tank,
also other leaking drums...

While the incident was takmg place at
the Systech plant, MCD and OEPA of-:

ficials were still trying to decontammate ¢

the groundwater and-the pumping and:

urging of wells and water samplmg;_

ests continued.

MCD has 28 *‘observation'’ or “sampl-'. '
Ing" wells in the Franklin area of which}

four are In Carlisle, one in ‘the®

Miamiview subdlvlslon and one on’

Thirkield Avenue. .. .7

Two wells, W106. and w107, are nearL

Franklin's munlcxpal water fields on
Franklin-Trenton Road. These two wells

are approximately 3,000 to 3,500 feet nor- °

theast of the center of the abandoned
Systech site.

get the contents out .

“Odors were ™ .

" The report blamed the the :
odor on "acetones methyl methacrylate ;
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The four problem wells were Wl32:

. W133, W139 and W140 and are on the land

leased by Systech from MCD.
Eariy Indications of problems at the

" slte appeared in a letter dated Dec. 23,

1977 from Donald T. Williams of MCD to
Wittmann where three wells were men-
tloned e BRI s

FIELD OBSERVATIONS N

Wi132 — After development flow was
clear and had no discernable odor.

W133 — After development flow was
clear and had no discernable odor.

W139 — Water foamed during develop-
ment with compressed air and remained
turbid after three hours of pumping. A
strong chemical odor was observed and
the water was found to irritate the skin.”

Efforts to decontaminate the ground-,

water at the site continued through 1980.

Williams, who kept a daily log of the
day’s activities, recorded on Feb. 20,
1980, a meeting with CEPA and Systech
officials concerning the decontamina-
tion process of the groundwater at the
Systech plant.

In his log, Williams wrote, ‘‘meeting -

with Tom Wittmann, Charlie Forsthoff,
Walt Meinert who is Systech’s consul-
tant. Suhre and Plummer satin.

“This was a full blown discussion on
the progress made to date toward decon-
taminalion of the groundwater under the
Systech plant.

“CHARLIE FORSTHOFF expressed

some real reservations about the con- .

tinued pumping of the site. He felt con-

siderable progress had been made in
reducmg the level of contamination that
Systech should not be requrred to con-
tinue pumping. -

“Walt Meinert, thelr consultant and

Dr. Howard of Howard Lab, who also ac-
companied Tom Wittmann, ‘both felt that
tremendous progress had been made.

“l took the position that we had to
guard the quality of the groundwater,
that we weré the owners of the property,
and that we must ensure that everything
possible was done to protect the
resource.

I suggested to. Tom Wittmann that he
have a report prepared by Walt Meinert
and Dr. Howard and submit to me with

- . -

L

THE REMAINING 20 MCD wells are ; - 50

drilled within the acreage surrounding

the Wastewater Treatment .Facilttz'-'

Sewage Treatment Plant at the southt

end of Franklin off Baxlter Drive.

DR

their recommendatlons
recommend that no further pumplnF
done, I would be willing to bring this t

the attentron of the General Manager to
5et a formal written opinion from the

EPA. After that, we would reach some -

‘decision.”
A REPORT from Meinert of Grand
Rapids, Mi.; dated June 17, 1980, and

- from Howard Laboratories in Dayton'
dated July 29, 1980, both confirm that '
groundwater contamination was present .

at the Systech site in 1977. The conclu-

- sion of.these reports was that pumping -

procedures should be discontinued.

In response to the reports, Willlams -

said, ‘you may stop pumping pro-
cedures  effective this date (Aug. 21,

1980). The District will require that both .

wells be pumped for one day and tested
to determine the condition of the ground-
water at the site ‘ocn a guarleriy uasis
through August 198t. Depending upon

the results of these tests the re--

quirements for testing will be reexamin-
ed at that time."”
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The extent of the water contammatton .

at the Systech site and-or any threat or
danger that it may, or may not have pos-
ed to the underground water supply of

Franklin is a matter that The Chronlcle _ ;

will continue to study. -

And there wasn’t any evidence une

covered from the various files that the
city wells were contaminated.

In February, Franklin City Counct]

hired Soil and Material Engineers, of

-Fairfield, to test the soil and water in
April- for possmle contammatlon at the :

site.

time.”
She said the decrsnon to test the area
for contamination at this time centered

-on “timing and funding.’" She also sald "~

in the Feb. 26 edition-that the testing to
take place was not prompted by a recent

" discovery of contamination at the site. .

She said the testing Is being done “in

order to confirm that there isno problem ’

at thesite.” .

it they both

IN THE Feb. 26, edition of the Chroni- -
cle, ‘interim city manager Mrs. Betty -
Grizzell said council has “had it (testing - .
at Systech) on lts project list. for some :



